well-being and they must inevitably set the tone to the
whole of the society "beneath" them, and the whole
of the society must be an "economic" or "individual
material self-interest" society, and it is precisely this
society which we must bring to an end and replace
by some other kind of society if we are to defeat
Nazism.1

This then is the obstacle we must remove.
While it remains we must remain an economic indi-
vidualistic society of separate men each one charged
and burdened with the task of promoting his own
well-being from out of society. This is what we have
to bring to an end*

Once this obstacle is out of the way? then we can
begin to establish the Service Community for Humanity
in Peace. Once this obstacle is out of the way, then we
can transfer to the tasks of peace the enthusiasm so
readily called forth for the tasks of war. Once this
obstacle is out of the way, then we can hold forth to
each other prospects which are not only wildly exciting
but absolutely true. And this is how it might perhaps

1 I issue one word of warning here in case what I am saying
conjures up a picture which incidentally includes something
which seems too intolerable to be contemplated. I see no reason
whatever why the existing living owners of property should not
receive a perfectly reasonable compensation. Nor do I see any
reason why the kind of people who are now running little tiny
enterprises on a scale so small that they can in fact effectively
supervise the working of the whole of the enterprise themselves,
should not continue, on certain not intolerable conditions, to
look after their own affairs in conditions of very remarkable
independence. What I say in the text applies to the owners who
draw incomes from the resources which are so large that the
owners do not themselves effectively manage them at all. Both
the matters raised in this footnote are dealt with more fully in the
notes at the end.
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